REMARKS 

The Office Action states on page 6 that it is "made final". However, the Examiner verbally 
informed the undersigned on March 26, 2007 that the Office Action is docketed in the USPTO as 
non-final in accordance with the "non-final" box being checked on the Office Action Summary page 
and should accordingly be considered as non-final. 

Applicants request reconsideration of the application in view the present Amendment, which 
cancels pending claims 21-41 and adds new claims 42-49. 

Independent Claim 42 

Claim 42 relates to an antenna whose length is user-adjustable between first and second 
configurations. Claim 42 recites method steps of detecting the first antenna configuration and 
applying a corresponding power level to the transmitted signal, and later detecting the second 
antenna configuration and applying a second power level to the transmitted signal. 

This is not disclosed by the reference of record to Phillips. Phillips' antenna cannot vary in 
length as recited in claim 42. Nor do any of Phillips' detection schemes, listed in Fig. 7, sense 
antenna length as claimed. Nor is his signal power level based on antenna length as claimed. 

The Office Action (p. 3) cites Phillips' statement (col. 3, lines 59-63) that "the antenna 
element 30 extends outwardly from the housing 34" to assert that Phillips' antenna is moveable. But 
this does not suggest that Phillips' antenna has a user-variable length as claimed. 

The Office Action (p. 4) further cites Phillips' paragraph at col. 4, lines 36-53 as teaching a 
sensor to sense the position of an antenna. But that paragraph, which does mention "sensors 20", 
makes no mention of antennas, and especially no mention of the claimed antenna length. 

The Office Action (p. 4) further cites Phillips' Fig. 7 as teaching an antenna that can be drawn 
outwards. However, Phillips' Fig. 7 does not even mention "antenna", much less the claimed feature 
of variable length. 

Therefore, claim 42 is patentable over the prior art. 

Independent Claims 46 and 49 

Similar to method claim 42, device claims 46 and 49 relate to an antenna whose length is 
user-adjustable between first and second configurations. The device senses which configuration the 
antenna is in and applies a corresponding power level to the device's output signal. 
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As explained above, this is not suggested by the reference of record to Phillips. Phillips does 
not suggest an antenna being variable-length as claimed, does not suggest sensing the length 
configuration of such an antenna as claimed, and does not apply a power level based on the length 
configuration as claimed. Therefore, claims 46 and 49 are patentable over the prior art of record. 

Dependent Claims 43-45 and 47-48 

The remaining claims depend from base claims that are patentable over the prior art as 
explained above. The limitations that the dependent claims add to the base claims distinguish them 
further from the prior art. Therefore, the dependent claims also are patentable. 

The application is therefore now be in condition for allowance, and allowance is requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Mitchell Rose, (Reg. No. 47,906) 
JONES DAY 
901 Lakeside Ave. 
Cleveland, OH 44114 
Date: 4/30/07 (216)586-7094 
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